
May 20, 1985 LB 668

when he' s talking about a 13-year old, o r a 12- y e ar o l d , o r
a 14-year o l d . Th i s al so is very important, senators. The
federal government has just now raised t he age t o 1 8 , u n d e r
18. S o i t i s no t j u st this bill but the federal government
says, let's classify anybody under 18 and not 16 . So t h e
federal government is now also concerned about t hese l e ga l
loopholes that are being used by trial attorneys. Thank
you. I would urge the adoption of this amendment, though I
do expect some discussion on it.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Hoagland.

SENATOR HOAGLAND: Mr. Speaker, and colleagues, this is a
big amendment. The other two were not pa rticularly
important, well, they were and they we r e n ' t , I guess ,
d epending o n h o w y o u v i e w this area. This one is very
important because this would raise the age fr om under 1 6 t o
u nder 18 . Now S e n a t o r H iggins i s on l y , i n he r comments ,
focusing on one relatively small part of what this act does.
Let me indicate, if I can, the breadth of the act so you can
fully appreciate not only what the act does but what it is
going to do if it is currently amended. It makes a felony
now, a 25-year felony, for purchasing a photograph t h at
displays erotic nudity. Erotic nudity is defined as the
display of human female breasts. N ow i t a l so m a kes i l l e ga l
n ot j u s t h av i n g a c hi l d , under the definition of t h e C h i l d
P ornography P r e v e n t i o n Act, the subject but also h aving a
c hi l d a p o t. t . r ~yed o b s e r v e r o f e r o t . i c aud i t .y . So t h e sum
total of Senator Higgins' amendment, if this one is adopted ,
is that you could have a boy who is 17 years old in a movie,
looking with a telescope through a sor o r i t y h ous e window
a cross t h e st r ee t , you kn o w , this stuff is the s ubject o f
current movies, as many of you know, watching an adult woman
35 y e a rs o l d und r e ss from the wai st up , and t he
manufacturers of that movie would be chargeable with a
25-year f e l o ny . Another way of looking at it, if this
amendment is adopted, then this would make the purchase of a
single photograph of a 17-year old female, naked from the
waist up, a 25-year felony. Now maybe that is good public
policy, maybe it is not. I can tell you it is a substantial
deviation from current community practices a nd st an d a r d s .
Let me remind you again that this act applies not only to
the subjects but to portrayed observers. S o i f y o u h a ve , a s
many current movies do, if you have t e enagers , 1 6 , 1 7 y ea r s
o ld , y o ung i n d i v i d u a l s i n a fraternity house that are doing
their peeping Tom sort of charades against adult women who
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